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DETAILED ACTION 
Information Disclosure Statement 

1 . The information disclosure statement (IDS) submitted on 1 1/08/04 was filed after 
the mailing date of the non-provisional application on 12/05/03. The submission is 
in compliance with the provisions of 37 CFR 1.97. Accordingly, the information 
disclosure statement is being considered by the examiner. 

Claim Objections 

2. Claims 2 and 8 are objected to because of the following informalities: 

a. Claim 2, "an means." For the purpose of this examination, the examiner 
presumes that "an" should read "a." 

b. Claim 8, "left wall assembly and said right wall assembly includes." For the 
purpose of this examination, the examiner presumes that "includes" should 
read "include." 

c. Appropriate correction is required for all the preceding objections. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 2, 6, 12, 16, 20, 23, and 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second 

paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim 

the subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. 
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5. Claim 2 recites the limitation "said heavy duty enclosure" on line 13. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. For the purpose of this 

. examination, the examiner presumes that "heavy duty enclosure" refers to the low 
profile enclosure of claim 1. 

6. Claim 6 recites the limitation "said locking posts" on line 23. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. For the purpose of this examination, 
the examiner presumes that "locking posts" refers to locking posts 416. 

7. Claims 12, 16, and 20 recite the limitation "the heavy duty enclosure" on claim lines 
1 . There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. For the 
purpose of this examination, the examiner presumes that "heavy duty enclosure" 
refers to the low profile enclosure of claim 1 . 

8. Claim 23 recites the limitation "said sockets" on line 9. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. For the purpose of this examination, 
the examiner presumes that "sockets" refers to the sockets 210. 

9. Claim 25 recites the limitation "said U-shaped outer track grooves" on page 45, line 
10. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. For the 
purpose of this examination, the examiner presumes that "U-shaped outer track 
grooves" refers to the U-shaped outer track grooves 482. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 0. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in .the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

1 1 . The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

12. Claims 1,2, 5-9, 13, 17, and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Greene (U.S. Patent No. 6,796,087) in view of Silva (U.S. Patent 
No. 6,145,254). 

13. Regarding claim 1: 

a. Greene discloses a panel system with assemblies for a floor, a pair of side 
walls, a rear wall, and a pivoting door that can be assembled on-site (Fig. 1 ). 

b. Greene does not expressly disclose a telescoping roof assembly. 

c. Silva discloses a retractable roof panel ("panel member" 50, Fig. 2). 
Providing the roof of Greene with telescoping ability as taught by Silva allows 
added space for maneuverability when inserting lengthy tools such as rakes 
or ladders into the utility shed. 

d. Greene and Silva are analogous art because both are from the field of 
endeavor of roofed structures. 
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e. At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of 

ordinary skill in the art to equip the roof of Greene with telescoping ability as 
taught by Silva, in order to aid in the insertion and removal of lengthy tools. 




Reproduced from U.S. Patent No. 6,796,087 
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Reproduced from U.S. Patent No. 6,145,254 
14. Regarding claim 2, Greene discloses a panel system as set forth above, and further 
including two like-configured floor panels with a top surface with means of attaching 
to side wall assemblies ("floor pieces" 1 1 , Fig. 4), a bottom surface constructed to 
"provide strong, stable, and durable support for the shed 10" (column 9, lines 49- 
50), and a ramp edge ("ramp" 15, Fig. 1). Greene also discloses "the use of 
multiple, smaller floor pieces may facilitate easier handling and shipping" (column 9, 
lines 57-58) and locking edges with apertures for connecting with the locking edges 
of other floor pieces (Fig. 5). 
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Reproduced from U.S. Patent No. 6,796,087 




Reproduced from U.S. Patent No. 6,796,087 

15. Regarding claim 5, Greene in view of Silva discloses the claimed invention except 
for locking posts arranged on the top surface of the flooring assembly to connect the 
side and corner pillars. However, Greene does disclose posts ("protrusions" 60 and 
96) on the side wall assemblies and the corner pillars. It would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to place the 



Application/Control Number: 10/729,689 



Page 8 



Art Unit: 3609 

posts on the flooring assembly, as it has been held that a mere reversal of the 
essential working parts of a device involves only routine skill in the art. In re 
Einstein, 8 USPQ 167. 
16. Regarding claim 6, Greene in view of Silva discloses the claimed invention except 
for attaching doors to the top surface of the floor using hinge pins. Greene does, 
however, disclose the use of hinge pins and locking posts for the pivotal attachment 
of doors ("hinge post" 130 and "hinge support" 134 on "door" 18, Fig. 29). It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to attach the door and floor to one another with a hinge, as it is notoriously 
well known in the art that pivotal attachments can be formed through the use of one 
or more hinge pins. 



Reproduced from U.S. Patent No. 6,796,087 

17. Regarding claim 7, Greene further discloses cross-bracing on the bottom surface of 
the floor panel (bottom of "floor pieces" 1 1 , Fig. 4). 
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18. Regarding claim 8, Greene further discloses a left and right wall assembly, each 
with a first, second, and third panel (two "corner posts" 12 and "center post" 13, Fig. 
1). 

19. Regarding claims 9 and 17, Greene further discloses first and third panels ("corner 
posts" 12, Fig. 1) have a first end with attachment means for connecting a floor 
assembly ("protrusions" 60, Fig. 8), a second end with attachment means for 
connecting a roof assembly ("plastic bolts" 118, Fig. 25; "Fig. 25 shows the use of 
plastic bolts 1 18 to attach the roof panel 20 to the corner post 12 via threaded 
apertures provided along the top edge of the corner post 12," column 12, lines 13- 
16), one horizontal edge with perpendicular attachments (threaded apertures of 
"corner post," Fig. 15), and a second horizontal edge with coplanar attachments 
("hinge supports" 58, Fig. 8). 
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Reproduced from U.S. Patent No. 6,796,087 



20. Regarding claim 13, Greene further discloses second panels ("center posts" 13, Fig. 
1 ) have a first end with attachment means for connecting a floor assembly 
("protrusions" 96, Fig. 19), a second end with attachment means for connecting a 
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roof assembly ("plastic bolts" 116, Fig. 24; "Fig. 24 shows the use of plastic bolts 
1 16 to attach the roof panel 20 to the center post 13 via threaded apertures 
provided along the top edge of the corner post 13," column 12, lines 10-13), one 
horizontal edge with coplanar attachments ("hinge cover member" 140, Fig. 30), 
and a second horizontal edge with coplanar attachments ("threaded aperture" 178, 
Fig. 34). 




Reproduced from U.S. Patent No. 6,796,087 

21. Regarding claim 21, Greene discloses a rear wall assembly with two wall panel 
members ("upper wall" 74 and "lower wall" 68, Fig. 16). 
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* P'fr. IS 



Reproduced from U.S. Patent No. 6,796,087 

22. Claims 10-12, 14-16, 18-20, and 28-32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Greene (U.S. Patent No. 6,796,087) in view of Silva (U.S. 
Patent No. 6,145,254) as applied to claims 1,2, 5-9, 13, 17, and 21 above, and 
further in view of Paz et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,250, 022). 

23. Regarding claims 10, 14, and 18, Greene in view of Silva discloses the claimed 
invention except for the first and second longitudinal ends using an attachment 
means consisting of at least one integrally formed socket. However, it is well known 
in the art to use a socket connection as an attachment means between a 
longitudinal edge and a roof or floor assembly. For example, Paz et al. teaches an 
extendible shed comprising panels with integrally formed sockets for connecting 
longitudinal edges to floor or roof assemblies ("side panels" 34 and "conduits" 96, 
Fig. 3). 
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FIG.3 



Reproduced from U.S. Patent No. 6,250,022 

24. Regarding claims 1 1 , 12, 15, 16, 19, and 20: 

a. Greene in view of Silva does not expressly disclose two semi-circular 
conduits with an aperture for accepting a dowel and placed in an overlapping 
relationship. 

b. Paz et al. discloses two semi-circular conduits ("upper clip" 290A and "lower 
clip" 290B, Fig. 14E) with an aperture ("semi-circular apex" 291, Fig. 14E) for 
accepting a dowel ("upper disc" 180A and "lower disc" 180B, Fig. 14E). 
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FIG.14E 

Reproduced from U.S. Patent No. 6,250,022 

25. Regarding claim 28: 

a. Greene in view of Silva discloses a left and right door panel ("front doors" 16, 
Fig. 1). 

b. Greene in view of Silva does not expressly disclose headers attached to 
each door panel. 

c. Paz et al. discloses a header above door panels ("gable" 196, Fig. 8A). 

d. Paz et al. does not expressly disclose that the header has separate left and 
right sides corresponding to and for engagement with the left and right door 
panels below. 

e. Greene in view of Silva, and further in view of Paz et al., discloses the 
claimed invention except for separate left and right portions of the header 
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corresponding to the left and right door panels. It would have been obvious 
to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
form the header from two separate pieces corresponding to the door panels 
below, since it has been held that constructing a formerly integral structure in 
various elements involves only routine skill in the art. Nerwin v. Erlichman, 
168USPQ 177, 179. 




Reproduced from U.S. Patent No. 6,250,022 

26. Regarding claims 29 and 31: 

a. Greene in view of Silva discloses a left and right door with several integrally 
formed sockets on longitudinal ends ("hinge supports" 134, Fig. 29) an edge 
with a conduit ("opening" 132, Fig. 29) with integrally formed hinge means 
("hinge post" 130, Fig. 29), and a flat edge (Fig. 1). 
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b. Greene in view of Silva does not expressly disclose that the left and right 
header pieces each have a plurality of locking posts cooperable with sockets 
located in each door panel. 

c. Paz et al. discloses left and right header pieces each have a locking post 
cooperable with a socket located in each door panel ("bosses" 187, Fig. 8A). 

d. Paz et al. does not expressly disclose a plurality of these locking posts. 

e. Green in view of Silva, and further in view of Paz et al., discloses the claimed 
invention except for a plurality of locking post-socket joints; It would have 
been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art to include more locking 
posts and sockets to further strengthen the connection, since it has been 
held that mere duplication of the essential working parts of a device involves 
only routine skill in the art. St Regis Paper Co. v. Bemis Co., 193 USPQ 8. 

27. Regarding claims 30 and 32, Greene further discloses hinge means with a C- 
shaped portion ("hinge support" 134, Fig. 29) arranged to cooperate with a hinge 
clip ("cover member 140, Fig. 29). 

28. Claims 1 , 22, and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S. C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Skoy et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,581 ,337) in view of Silva (U.S. Patent No. 
6,145,254). 

29. Regarding claim 1: 

a. Skov et al. discloses a panel system with assemblies for a floor, a pair of side 
walls, a rear wall, and a pivoting door that can be assembled on-site (Fig. 
17). 
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b. Skov et al. does not expressly disclose a telescoping roof assembly. 

c. Silva discloses a retractable roof panel ("panel member" 50, Fig. 2). 
Providing the roof of Skov et al. with telescoping ability as taught by Silva 
allows added space for maneuverability when inserting lengthy tools such as 
rakes or ladders into the utility shed. 

d. Skov et al. and Silva are analogous art because both are from the field of 
endeavor of roofed structures. 

e. At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to equip the roof of Skov et al. with telescoping ability 
as taught by Silva, in order to aid in the insertion and removal of lengthy 
tools. 
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FIG. 17 

Reproduced from U.S. Patent No. 6,581,337 

30. Regarding claim 22: 

a. Skov et al. further discloses a left and right wall cap ("gables" 104, Fig. 17). 

b. Silva further discloses a fixed roof panel ("screen" 70, Fig. 1) and a 
telescoping roof panel ("panel" 50, Fig. 1). 
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31 . Regarding claim 24, Skov et al. further discloses a roof panel arranged to accept a 
steel roof support ("panels" 110 accept "beams" 178, Fig. 17; "roof members 
178... may be... fabricated from a variety of metals," column 9, lines 1-6). 

Allowable Subject Matter 

Claims 3 and 4 would be allowable if rewritten to overcome the rejection(s) under 35 
U.S.C. 112, 2nd paragraph, set forth in this Office action and to include all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Claims 26 and 27 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, 
but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations 
of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Conclusion 

34. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Branon C. Painter whose telephone number is (571) 
270-31 10. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri 7:30AM-5:00PM, 
alternate Fridays off. 



32. 



33. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Victor Batson can be reached on (571 ) 272-6987. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




Victor Batson 

Supervisory Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 3609 



Branon Painter 
07/16/2007 



